Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/730,182 


Applicant(s) 

MCCULLOUGH ETAL 


Fynminor 

LAUI 1 III 

Jason L Savage 


Art Unit 

1775 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Jason L Savage . ^) 

(2) Anne Muetina . (4) 
Date of Interview: 01 December 2004 . 

Type: a)IEI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)[X] No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 45-48 and 50-54 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Sowman (US 3J95.524) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)E3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

reply to the last off,ce action must include the substance of the 

!^^'J^^^?^ V~ Y ' f 3 fep,y t0 the ,3St 0fflCe action has a,read y been fi,ed . APPLICANT IS 
252? 2? E ON ™ FR ° M ™ ,S INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Off ice action. Examiner's signature, if required 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) lnterview Summary 



Paper No. 12072004 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

35 *° f^lf IT ° f faCfMo - face ' video inference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.1 33 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

IS '"l a " Ce M ' ye 00 ™?™*™ '* ^quested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U S a 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or aaents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office ,s unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written recordln the C^e^Cje^^ttL to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. auenuon win ne pata io 



. ♦ T !!f 3Ct u *u° f ! h ? Patent and Trademark 0fflce cann <* be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

^ • '* ' S th ,f re , s P° u nsibi,lt y of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

sses^j: examiner ' s responsibiiity to see that such a is ^ - * sasasr 

» Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durino the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matte? directed sotetyto rSSon 
requirements for wh,ch ,nterv.ew recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81 2.01 of the Manual of Patent ExaminTngl Procedure or Snq 
^H P n 9raP f h,Cal 6rr0rS ° r unreadabl ? scri P { in office acti <™ or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation preced es below WhTre the 
substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required 
«rnn^n. c » nterv ' e ( w Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aoent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed P o the SSSdte address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not ikej before an ^al o3ce or if oSer 
c.rcumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next officiaTcommunlcafion 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^ri?™ l t Cm f Wh0ttier f agre ! men * was reached and if so - 9 Ascription of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

no^ N-* Agreement as to allowability is tentative L does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

.houid h* Il d H e f ble tha !u h f l**!^™ ° ral,y remind the applicant of his or her ob,j 9 ation t0 reco * ^e substance of the interview of each case It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper ^In ^eiZl^ 

2^ by thG aPP ' ICant ° rthe eXaminert ° ™^ a » ^ app,^ 

u 0 ^^^^!^ 0 ^^ 1 the SU u b ? tance of an V lnterview sh ™ld delude at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SiSl^ of a substan,ive nature discussed ' un,ess these are ^ - »• 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature orthLt of the pri^SumeSTOte^L 
~" be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? desire t^hSz^and foS 
desenbe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) m P nasKe ™'V 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7) Ihfexaminer.' 9en6ral " * *" interview unless described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comDleto and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record! P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

*m!££|!!1? JS*»« ^ 7 aS °" S "" v™"*' ^ * m « ""W *» lte ««*»» venion of 11., 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/730,182 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant inquired as to whether the addition of the limitation that the 
wire exhibit a 'nonlinear coefficient of thermal expansion over a termperature of -75 Cto 500 C would overcome the 
prior art rejection. The Examiner indicated that the cited prior art did not appear to teach or suggest such a limitation 
and indicated the claims having such a limitation may be alloweble. However, the Examiner also cautioned that the 
prior art would need to be reviewed to insure that the limitation was not taught or fairly suggested 
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